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Dear Harold, ' * -.. v 

Got your 1 letter of. 7/24 and its . enclosures . Thanks. ..Let me first discuss the enclosures. 

Your letter to Paul of 7/18. Enclosed is a letter I wrote him hoping to back up your claims 
with seme raw data. Thanks for accepting- my assurance that I did not tell Dave about the af fa- 
davit at face value. In the enclosed letter to Paul you will find the full quote frail Dave’s 
letter, which I don’t think I sent you (because it had no relevence) which asks me if 1 knew 
of the af f adavit , thereby indicating that it was not me who leaked it. Months ago I decided 
never to mention anything dealing with FM or the King case to anyone, not : even Dick or Paul, 
unless they brought it up, so as to preclude thepossibility of any type of slip. That was why 
I was so certain that I had never written Dave about it (I have carbons of the letters anyway), 
and sinee he had not phoned in months , I knew that I . could not have told him of it on the phone . 
I think that you will find that my letter contains sufficient documentation to back your claims. 
Although I have not seen Paul’s letter to you (unless it was that short one which made reference 
to certain paragraphs or items in your letter, and therefore was not easyly foltowed) , or at 
least it isn ! t fresh in my mind, the nature of your reply bothered me a bit in that it suggested 
the same type of problem I ran into with Fred. * Dave shews. those guys one side and is in persona 
touch with them, which leaves us at more of a disadvantage than one might thing. It is like 
the Boiley thing with Penn. It was simply impossible to convince him of anything, and the only 
way would have been to see him and shew him evidence. Boxley could do this but we couldn ! t. 

Over the years you have become used to telling things to Paul and having him accept them, but 
when something like this arises in his case, his fine quality of objectivity enters in and there 
is a need fitfi r documentation, which at this distance is very difficult. On the SSg cards, I 
have also checked, with the same results as you. 

Your letter to Penn was a good one, and it might do seme good. 

Mary is quite a good friend of Boxley and his family, and I hope that it doesn f t lead to trouble 
I will not mention Boxley in letters to her, but will probably end up having to discuss it with 

her if it canes up. I found .eht about this from Fred. 

! 

On your letter to Dick, Gary Murr f s clippings were sent me by Bud. (Remember his earlier con- 
fusion of me with Murr.) I sent them badk to him, and later wrote him to send them to Gray, 
which I think he did . J T. ' r . 1 . 

By the way, in case I haven’t replied to your 7/17, agreed on the approach with someone like 
Patsy, but bear in mind one thing: it is sometimes important to knew hew trustworthy someone 

is when something important ccmes up . For instance , some photo work might help Dick with stuff 
on the shells, but some of it would give away our interest in something and could lead to the 
other side getting prepared. In the case of its use in a Lawsuit, such as Nichol’s, it could 
hurt. - • . ... 

I will pass the Olson letter on. 

Enclosed is the final draft of the Mondale letter. 

I will see what I can do about trying to get you sane free medicine, but this could be tough#. 

On Garrison, I have no reason to really believe that he would attempt any kind of courtroan 
case dealing with the assassination, nor that the staff would not threaten to quit if he did. 
Fran his interview xtzith that Foreign reporter he would seem to have# nothing in mind. Nor 
do I think that he will speak much of the case during the campaign , for I think that he knows 
if he does thfct he will lose. If he does so and loses, then he will be out anyway. His 
offering to pay my expenses did not really surprise me since he knews me more as a friend of 
Vince’s than anything else, and also as one of the authors of Watchmen which he really liked 
(which is more than I can say for my own attitude on it) . So I really have no worries about 
his becoming involved in the case in a legal sense, and in any event, the only way to find 


out what he has up his sleeve is to see him. I feel that I could, given the absence of Lane 
Boxley, and' Turner, plus his disenchantment with Bud, sssy his opinions if they are leading 
in the direction of something which coudd be harmful. AnoMier thing you should know, and that 
is that it might be unwise to be so certain that inaction by the staff necessarily means that 
the reason is that the DA has so ordered it. Vince’ s accounts of staff attitudes towards you 
are not the same as ydurS. This is not to say that he is correctly recounting them, or that 
they gave him their real attitudes anymore than they gave $ou their real feelings, but only 
that ; fgr r whatever. Reason,, they might not,, feel as friendly towards you as you think. According 
to Vince., for instance, in a phone call from N.O. during whidi I urged him to get them to bring 
you dcwn for the trial sinee they were in trouble (and Vince honestly ' asked me why you weren f t 
there, not having any certain knowledge that it was not by your choice) ,- after having checked 
with ^ the. staff, said that' they were against it, and implied this was true of a number of them. 

I think that, even with my limited knowledge of the staff , I could provide a rational psychology 
cal explanation for them having such an attitude, Aitid it would not have surprised me, although 
I would have considered it irrational and regret able (the first rational in this sentence means 
one rational to you## , not indicating necessarily rationality on their part) . 

I am unclear about the meaning of your sentence:' "If you associate yourself in any way, 
you sanctify his^' violation of his word.” Did Jim make a premise to stay cut of the case after 
the Shaw tricil? If so to who, and under what circumstances? My principle desire to go there 
other than a curiosity about Jim’ frcm both a personal and psychological point of view, and 
an interest in the historical aspect of his investigation in terms of the forces which motivated 
him and what made him tick, is to obtain information on a ‘number of subjects, including Crafard. 
He has access to things we don’t, such as criminal records, etc., which he can easily get, and 
we can’t under any circumstances . As for his files, I did not know that they were available. 
Where, and from .whom? I know that Bud claims to’ have about 1/3 of them, but he is certainly 
going to be able to get no more. . In addition, Bud has yet to come through for me on my requests 
from info frem Garrison’s files on certain people such as Bolden, even after a number of re- 
quests. Despite his cordial letters, I am still without those files, for whatever reason. 

In addition, I refer you to Jim Schmidt’s letter to Paul Hoch of June 27, of which Paul sent 
me a copy (and I assume the same is true of you)j_ He list many things which should be in 
Garrison’s files and which would be of interest, and says ’’that the ipportante of this material 
wquld be hard to exaggerate ! He also notes that ’/NO doubt a certain process of attrition is 
by .now well iMderway . Much of this, will not be agaih.^avaqlable . V Anything, gotten by the wrong 
people and filtered back to us cannot be, trusted, is .pristine .," etc. The point here is that I 
agree with Jim, despite the flack that you and I know abounds inM fhe files, and despite the 
fact that a good deal of what we would find would serve only to rule out red herrings which is 
not exactly a small job. Judging from Jim’s apparent opinion of me, I might be able to get 
this stuff. So, while I understand, I think, the points you are makigg about a visit to Jim, 

I do not agree that it might not be worthwhile, since the time involved and the expense would 
be compensated for in my mind just by gettigg a short time to visit N.O.,' a city which I really 
love and which I am always looking for an excuse to visit . 

In strictest confidence, not to be mentioned to Paul or anyone, I tell you that Fred has 
been in touch with Bradley, and that he claims to have convinced Bradley not to include Burton, 
Jaffe, or Garrison in the suit. I am writing Fred to try to get to KM get Bradley to drop 
the San Diego canmittee fran the suit. He claims that Bradley seems to have much info on those 
who tried to frame him — other right wingers — one of whan is Wwift. If anyone finds out that I 
told you this, Lifton will go beserk and so will Fred (I assume that Lifton Is in on this). I 
only break confidence here because of hew dangerous the situation is for friends, and because 
of the possibility that something might be done. Do you have any suggestions. Right new, in 
my next letter, I am planning to try to convince Fred that the SB corimittee is innocent. 

’ Well, I’d better close now and get some studying done. Best wishes. 



